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. | 
PREFACE. 
Mill nor pretend, as our Author does, to 


LL unbowel, and ſearch to the bottom of 
the Subject I write upon: And as I would not 


willingly give juſt Occaſion for the Reſent- 


ments of any, ſo I ſhall not think meanly of 
their Underſtandings, if they be not in all 
things of my Mind. I think, I may do as much 
Service to the Church in vindicating, as our 
Author can be thought to do in attacking and 
aſperſing unjuſty, and without Provocation, 
thoſe Men that are, generally ſpeabing, as 
good Men, and as good Church- Men, as thoſe 
that at this juncture make ſuch a noiſe of the 
Church, and would have none thaught Church- 
Men, but themſelves. I am as ſorry as our 
Author can be, that there is ſuch a Diſtinction 
gs that of High and Low-Church-Men. 


. Py — 
7 2 
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ne Preface. | 
And] vill join with him when be ſays, it is 4 
filly and groundleſs Diſtinction. But the 
Reaſon I think fo is, becauſe the two Parties 
differ in little or nothing that is of any concern 
to the Church, or belongs to the Character of a 
Church-Man, and nat upon ſuch unfair Inſi- 
 nuttions and falſe Reaſonings, as thoſe our 
Author advances to prove his Aſertion. Ts 
no matter what either of us think of our ſelves | 
or our Performances, which of us has ſtated 
the Matter more fairly, and conſider d it 
more diſtinly, muſt be left 15 the Judgment 
ger EINE.” 
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MS —- 
Low- Church- Men 
VINDICATED 


From the Unjuſt Imputation 


OF BE IN G 
No- Church = Men, &c. 


WILL not (as our Author does) trouble 
the World with telling em what a Phi- 
loſophical Life I live; what Need my Church 

and Country has of me, and how much 


it muſt be beholding to me, that I will pleaſe, 
ſo contrary to my Inclination, to leave my Pbiloſo- 
pebic Theory and Science, to conſider things of an Oe- 


cafional Nature, Theſe things apart, I will begin 
with our Author's Book. In his Epiſtle to the 


Reader, he tells us, this is on the one ſide 4 very a- 
buſrve Diſtinttion. 


No doubt it is fo, for as he has manag'd tho 
Matter, all tbe Abuſe falls on thoſe they call the 


Low-Church-Men. a ; 
The Diſpute, ſays he, is removed i» « manner 


from between the Church and the Diſſenters, and hods'd 
v the Boſoms of the Church it ſelf; | 


But 


[6] 
But he has taken care it ſhould be ſo no longer, 
when he makes all the Low-Church- Men, No-Church- 
Men; i. e. Diſſenters: for I ſuppoſe he will allow 
them to be Chriſtians, though they muſt not be 
Church-Men: NEE” bh ie 
He fprofeſſes an bone ſt Intention to do ſervice to 
the Church ; what Church he will do ſervice to, I 
| know not; but it his Deſign could be effected, I am 
| confident it would never do ſervice to the Church 
[ of England, as by Law Eſtabliſn d. He hopes no 


£A, A, woof ou as A > ma an 


body will take offence, he concerns himſelf 25 
Things, not with particular Perſons. 
No, good Man! He meddles with no body; he : 
only puts the Knave and Hypocrite at once upon 
halt the Chruch of Emgland. | 3 

1 What his Meaning may be, I know not, but one J 
|. wou'd think by his Book, his Deſign were to change 7 
thoſe abuſive Names f High- Church- Men, and Low- þ 
Church-Men, into True Church- Men, and No Church- 1 


n. | 
If his Deſign be to ſtick that opprobrious Name 
j/ on thoſe they call the Low-Church-Men, I ſhall be 
| tempted to have but little Opinion of his Honeſty : 
| And if he really thinks, as he pretends, that he has 
\ ſtated the matter fairly, and reaſon'd rightly, I ſhalt 
be forc'd to have as little of his Underſtanding. 


F. 1. He tells us (were it not for bx Duty to bis 
Church and Country, and the Deſign he has to do good) 
how unwilling he is to engage in this Work. That 

he is uſed to better work, the ſerene Contemplation f | 
neceſſary and eternal Truths, that theſe are the daily 
Manna he feeds upon, &c. If he deſigns honeſtly, as 
he pretends, I muſt needs ſay, theſe Men immerſt in 
Contemplation are rare Creatures. Thoſe things 9 
that are of a contingent, mutable, and occaſgonal Na- | _ 
ture, are as much below their Underſtgnding, as | 
their eternal Truths are above ours, ny « 


41-1 | And | 


_ 7 OR 
And particularly in a Corner of their Frames, 
they have a certain Glaſs, I think they call ic Ima- 
gination, in which they can ſee Naked Truth and 
the Interiour World, as clearly as the Popiſh Saints 

do the Wants of their Brethren here below, 'in that 
they call the Glaſs of Trinity. And in this Glaſs I 

I ſuppoſe our Author look'd (unleſs he had a Reve- 
lation) when he ſaw ſo clearly, that all the Low- 


Church-Men were a pack of Hypocrites and no 
Church- Men. ts 


$. 2. He comes to his Buſineſs and tells us, that there 
are certain words by which Politicians turn the World round 
like a Globe. That the cry of Popery has done ſtanch Ser- 
vice. That new Words and Names are trumpt up to ſerve 
the Good Old Cauſe. That the diſtinction of High-Church 
and Low- Church, and the plauſible Plea of Moderation 
has made a great Noiſe, and done a great deal of MI 
chief, by dividing the Church and endangering the Ruine of is. 

This is much ol it too true, but I ſee no Demon- 
ſtration yet, whether thoſe they call High-Churth- 
Men or Low-Church-Men be moſt to blame. Or they 


may be both a little faulty, and yet both be Church- 
Men. 

As for the Cry of Popery, that is out of doors, 
or to give them their due, Time 'was, the High- 
Church ſhewed they were not over fond of Popery, 
when rather than loſe their Religion and their 
Liberties, they warpt from their beloved Principle 
of Paſſive Obedience. 


. As for the neu Names that are trumpt up, they are 
not to ſerve the Good Old Cauſe, but ſome new 

Cauſe. What it is I cannot tell, or if I could E 

: would not ſay. 25 5 

, Tho there may be ſome little danger of Popery, 

ö when there are a pretty many Jacobites among us, 

I and the Romiſh Emiſſaries are very many and buſie, 


and France ſo ſtrong, yet we do not hear any great 
. oiſe of Danger from that Quarter. Nay 


——— 


1 

Nay, our Authors, «»ly Church-Mey, do not ſeem 
to think the Diſſenters of themſelves ſo formidable, 

| but they have of late diſcovered a great Secret, that 
=. thoſe they call Low-Church-Men, are entirely in the 
* Intereſt of the Diſſenters, and do but wait for a fair 
ö Opportunity to betray and ſurrender the Church into 
their Hands. | 
1 If this were ſo, the Church might be in ſome Dan- 
ger; but the beſt is, the Low-Church-Men know 
nothing of the matter. And this is, either a mali- 
cious Imputation, Or a oundleß Suſpition, of ſome, 
and I hope but few, of the Higb- Chureh- Men. 

As to the Diſtinction of High and Low-Church 
doing a great deal of Miſchief, I perfectly agree 
with him, and am as ſorry for the Diſtinction and 
the Miſchief it does, as he can be, but to change 

the Names of High and Low-Church, for True and 
No-Church, will not mend the matter, but ſtill more 
divide the Church, and more endanger the Ruine of it. 


From Section 3 to the 14th, he makes a long 
and needleſs Logical - Diſcourſe. He ſpreads his** 
Log: zk very thin, and ſeems to be got into his E—- 
lement, and to be feeding upon the Manna of his Ne- 
[| ceſſary and Eternal Truths, And it he be as long 1 
BN the Philoſophical Contemplation of all his Neceſſary 
and Eternal Truths, as here he is, he needs to do 
nothing elſe but feed upon his Eternal Truths to 
1 _— | | 
If he had been pleas d (without ſhewing ſo much 
| of his Logick) in a few words, to tell us that 
which is the Reſult of a verboſe Diſcourſe of Four- 
teen Pages: That we muſt never, in Logick, or 
| Metaphyſicks (for both theſe pretend to treat of 
Diverſity and Diſtinction) make a Diſtinction with- 
0 our a Difference, that whèere- ever there is a Diver- 
| ſiey to be conceiv'd, or two Species agree in one ; 
| Genus, but are in tome reſpect or other 42 1 
{ * 5 
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from one atither. This will found a Logical Di- 


ſtinction or Diviſion, which in this Caſe, every 
body knows is all one. If he had told us further, 
in ſhore, that in a good Logical diviſion, the Parts or 
L partake. of the Nature of the 

whole or Gents, and Agree in it, and not one par- 
take of ir, and the other not at alll. 
I fay, if he had been pleaſed to tell us theſe 
things in few Words, every body, that has any Lo- 
gick, would receive em tor ſome of his neceſſary 
Truths, and there would have been no diſpute about em. 
But for all he thinks he has laid ſo firm a Found- 


dation, his Building will fall ; and when he comes 
to apply his Logick to the Diſtinction into Higb« 


Church and Low-Church, we muſt diſpute the point 
with him, and ſhew him that tho we grant this 
Diſtinction, how or by whomſgever begun or car- 


| Tied on, is of bad conſequence both to Church and 


State yet that tis a true Logical Diſtinction, and that 
thoſe they call the Lo- Church. Men, as to all things 
that pertain to the Conſtitution and Eſſence of thech. 


94 f England, as it is diſtinguiſhe from other Churches, 


are as truly Church-Men, as thoſe they call Higb- 


Cbureb-Men are, if not (all things conſiderd toge- 


ther) the better Church-Men of the two. 


- * £ 


Leet us therefore now come to the Diſtinction it 


| ſelf ; The Sum of what he ſays, by a long and tedi- 
dus train of inſinuation, is this 


7 2 


Aer High- Church Bran can fg) no wore then 


True - Church Man, and True-Church-Man 5s no 


more thay Church-Man. As « Man that ſays a true- 


Diamond, ſays no more than a Diamond. 


0, rhe contrajy; by 4 Low- Church-Man, by bis 


Church-Man. And as we have, ſays he, High-Church- 
Men het are not more than Church Men, ſo we have 
Low-Chureh- Men that ate 7 much, KS. 
Jed lame h the fei ei Hit c, 


LI 
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Man ſhould not as well fignify one above tlie 


Church, as the Term of Low- Church- Man, one 
below the Church. And conſequently if the Term 
High- Church- Man, do not fignify more than Church- 
Man, neither doth Low-Church-Mah ſignify leſs. 


For as our Author ſays, Tho! High-Church-Man 


may, in the formality of the expreſſion, ſeem to inſinuate 


ſome exceſs above Church-Man, yet it really ſigniſies no 
more than Church. Man. So may I with the ſame Rea- 


ſon ſay, tho' Lou Church. Man may, in the formality 
of the expreſſion, ſeem to inſinuate ſome defect, or 


ſomething leſs than Church. Man ; yet it really ſigni- 


fies no leſs: But would I argue as our Author does, 
I would fay, Lo- Czureb- Man muſt at leaſt figni- 
fie . True-Church-Man, and True-Church- Man can be 
no leſs than Church-Man ; Therefore High: Church- 
Man muft ſignifie an exceſs above Church-Man, 
ſomething more than Cburch-Man. 


- 
” 


But the Argument, tho' equal on both ſides, is 
good on neither: For the name Church- Man whe- 
ther High or Low be put to it, imports one that, 

as to every thing that is truly Characteriſtical of the 


Church, is a Church- Man; only there may be ſome 


difference about things that are extrinſick to the Cha- 


rafter of a Church-Man, that may (without much 
reaſon) occaſion the Diſtinction of High-and Lou 


Church. Man. 1 | e e 
But let us ſee our Authors Character of a Church- 
Man, p. 22. A Church-Man, ſays he, is one that is ſin- 
cerely for the Church as by Law eſtabliſhed. A Cordial 
Friend ts it in all its Intereſts, not only joins with it but 
loves it. Conſents to her Dyctrine, reverences ber Diſci- 
pline, beartily likes and ee ber Warſhip, that wwiſh= 
es well to, and has a zealous Concern for her whole Con- 
ſtitution, 


And why, I beſeech you,are not the Low-Church- 


Men (if we may judge by theſe marks) as truly þ i 


 Church-Men as others are? Have they not obliged: 


themſelves ! 


— — bs — " &£ 2 * * 1 3 4 . . : 


themſelves as much as others to her Doctrine, 
. Diſcipline, Worſhip, and her whole Conſtitution ? 
Have they given the World any reaſon to believe 
they did not do it heartily ? | DN”. 

Do not they (generally ſpeaking) as frequently 
attend her Service as others do? and do they not 
live as good Lives, as thoſe that value themſelyes 
ſo much upon being the only Church-men, 

But the thing that will be ſaid is, they are but 
Hypocrites, they have no Zeal for the Church, as 
you may ſee by our Anthor's Character of a Low 
Church-man, p. 29. 

A Low-Church-man, ſays he, is one that is coldly 
and indifferently affected towards the Church, and not 
much concerned what becomes of her, One who makes a 


ſhift to keep in the Communion and Boſom of the Church, 


| becanſe it is warm, 725 ber Dignities and Preferments, 


and maintains @ ſort of outward Conformity; but at the 


ſame time has no inward liking to her Conſtitution, ſtands 

readily diſpoſed for a Change, xs wanting in no meaſures 
| that may effect it, is againſt thoſe that are the beſt and 
only Securities to prevent it. Is ready 


upon every occaſion 
to do the Church a Miſchief, &c. eh 


and can ſo far ſee into Peoples Hearts, that he can diſcover 


| Now, if our Author have ſuch a ſpirit of diſcernizg, 
any ſuch, I will agree with bim, that the Name of Low- 


Church-man is too good for them. | 
But if he mean (as he muſt, for he ſpeaks of thoſe 
that enjoy the Church's Pretermgnts) to brand all 
thoſe they call Low-Church-men with this Character 
they will appeal from his Judgment, and we m 
ell him that no Church-man, of any Denominati- 


on, is ſo much wanting in Zeal for the Church, as 


ze is in Charity to the Church-men, 
The Reſult of all then muſt be, That the Lows 
:burch-men want Zeal for the Church. OE 
But how comes our Author — 4 this? Zea 
Indeed an hoanty inwand Nr Kon forthe Sh 


B 3 
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Tuche Low-Churcb-Men pretend to 35 much 35 any? 
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And have it, for ought any one knows to the con- 75 
trary; and pretend they are not conſcious to || \ 
themſelves of any bad Deligns againſt the Church, f 
or Willingneſs to betray it to the Diſſenters. ©: < 
Well but our Author will ſay they muſt Bow GY 


their Zeal by doing what they can for the Church. | 1 
They think they do fo, tho they do not juſt now Z 
make a Noiſe of the Church, nor endeavour to 4 
| fright People out of their Wits, as if the Church c 
i were upon the brink of Ruine, We have good : 


Laws and a good 8 „ and cannot ſee the » 
|| Church in any more danger now, than it muſt be E 
| 5 always. They cannot but think the Church of 1 
England is better ſettled, than to ſtand or fall with | 4 
| two or three Miniſters, tho' they may be great { 

| Men, and good Church-Me. © | : k 


| And they think the beſt way to ſhew their Zeal | 

| for the Church at preſent, is to do what they can, v 
3 to give Check to theſe Jealouſies and Extravagant 1 
Pear of the @hurch's Ruine. They know very well tt 
| the Egli of theſe, is ſuch a miſtruſt of the Q and 


t; *' Government, as may in time prove of fatal conſe- V 
$ quence tc the Church it ſelf, as well as to the a 
= 0 er ES ” 3 


8 We know very well that our Fears and Jealouſies, C 
of the then High-Church-Mens being inclined to Pope- © 
2 were ſo far improved as to ruine both the t 
8 King (King Charles the firſt, I mean) and the | ft 
| Church too, and brought in a Flood of Fanaticiſm is 

1 into this Nation. And whether the like unreaſona- o. 


| ble Fears and Jealouſies of the Low-Church-Mpne be. 0 
W / ing Diſſenters, and deſigning to betray the Ch. into their 8c 
|. Handi, may ſo far improve as to endanger the Ruin ff th 
. pf the Church and bring in Popery, God only knows. | cc 
. We cannot but remark with ſome concern, how the | in 
| Author of a Pamphlet call'd the Memorial ge. jult | - 
j do come out, in the Name of his Party, whom he f fn 
{ C 
= 
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as 


calls the Church, threatens the Government, and 
plainly intimates Paſſive Obedience may be diſpens d 


with by the greateſt Pretenders to it, upon occaſion, 


for Nature, as he obſerves, will prevail againſt Prin- 


ciple, when there is a mighty provocation. 


But be this as it will, A Headſtrong and furious Zeal 


may be of as bad conſequence to Religion, as Luke- 
Warmneſs in it. Tis true we cannot be too Zealous 


for the Church, and its Settlement, i. e. we cannot 


deſire or wiſh it too much. _ | 
But for all this, there may be an immoderate and 


unſeaſonable Zeal for the beſt things, that is, not guid- 
ed by Diſcretion , which ſometimes may effectual- 


ly defeat the very Deſign it propoſes to it ſelf. The 
Apoſtle bears Witneſs that the Fews,when they per- 
ſecuted Chriſtianity, had a Zeal of God, but it was 
far from being according to Knowledge. 


* 


And our Saviour tells his Diſciples, The time 


would come, when thoſe that kill'd them, (fo zea- 
lous they were for their Religion) ſhould think 


they did God Service. 


When therefore it may bear ſo much Debate, 


what is a wrong and what a right Zeal ; when we 
are zealous for any end we muſt be ſure it be good, 
and ſo far all Church-men are agreed, that the 
Church and its Settlement is a very fit Object of 
our Zeal. And when we are zealous for any means 
to promote a good end, we muſt be ſure it is alaw- 
ful and a proper Means, and that the preſent time 
is a fit ſeaſon for it, and that it may not ſome way 
or other be attended with as great Inconveniences 
otherways, as the Influence it may have upon that 
good End we aim at may come to, When theſe 
things are ſo, methinks we ſhould not preſently 

conclude, all Men have no Zeal, that do not come 

into thoſe Meaſures that we are ſo fond of 
It would be full as charitable to ſuppoſe, they 
may not have the ſame Notions of the rene 
2 e e 
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of ſuch Meaſures with our ſelves, and to make ſome 
Allowances for the different ſenſe of Men, eſpeci- 


ally in Politicks , when all is done, which is the 


moſt uncertain thing in the World. 

Theſe Conſiderations, with ſome others that may 
be ſuggeſted , might a little calm the Spirits of 
Men, as to that which is at preſent the pretence of 
thoſe grievdus Imputations of Want of Zeal, and a 
Willingneſs to ſurrender the Church into the Hands of the 
Diſſenters, that are ſo unjuſtly laid upon the Low- 


Church-men. | 
There are two things that the High-Church-mem 


take for granted, as to the Occaſional Bill: 
I. That the Church cannot ſtand without it. 
II. That it would be effectually ſecured by it. 
I. That the Church cannot ſtand without ie 


This muſt be the Senſe of thoſe terrible Fears 
they ſeem to have of the certain, if not preſent Ru- 


Ine of the Church, if the Bill do not paſs: 


But why is it impoſſible for the Church to ſtand 


without this Bill? Have we not all the Security the 
Law can well give us? ö 


O but the — gs will come into the M— ſtry 


and then down with the Church. | 5 
But why ſo? perhaps our Author will ſay, as 


ſome fooliſh People do, They are Men of no Re- 


ligion. f . Bo 
Well, Iwill for once ſuppoſe there may be ſome 


ſuch (if I may have leave to ſuppoſe, on the other 


ſide, that ſome of our zealous Church-men have as . 


little Religion as any of thoſe that are againſt the 


Bill) if we grant this, what is it to the matter on 
one ſide more than on the other? Such Men will 


never trouble their Heads about the Church; they 
will never take the pains, nor run the hazard of be; 
8 Try . Fray ing 
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traying the Church; all Religions are alike to ſuch 
Men: and the Church of England is beſt, becauſe 
it is already ſettled, and therefore will give 
them the leaſt Avocation from their main Buſineſs, 
(as well as it is of a great many of the other Party) 
to enjoy their good Places 

But be this as it will, I doubt not thoſe they call 
I/—— gs have as great a ſenſe of Religion as the 
other have,and are,generally ſpeaking,Church-men; 
Men that never come near a Conventicle, that 
ſpeak as well of the Church, and act as much for it, 
and are as much Credit to it, as ſome that would 
be thought the only Church-men. And the only 
pretence of Reaſon why theſe Men ſhould be 
thought no Church-men, 1s becauſe they make uſe 
of the Diſſenters Intereſt to be choſen into Parlia- 
ment. 


Ihe generality of thoſe they call Wh--—gs in 


P——nt, are ſuch as theſe ; and J am apt to be- 
lieve, there will be found very few in either Houſe 
that would ruin the Church, if. it lay in their 
Power. . MED „ 
There is no Reaſon to believe the Nobility and 
Gentry of England ſhould deſire to come under the 
Yoke of Presbytery, or would ever tamely ſubmit to 


it, if it ſhould by any unhappy Juncture be brought 
upon them. 5 ts 


And therefore we find in the late Times, . the 
Presbyterians, made nothing of it, and could never 
eſtabliſh their Power * Purpoſe. 


So that upon the whole, as It is fit we ſhould 


Weave the Q, to chuſe her own M----y, and we may 


well do ſo, while they are ſuch as are qualified by 
Law; ſo I {ee no ſuch terrible Ground to fear the 


Ruin of the Church, it ſome Men ſhould come in, 


that the High-Charch-Men ſuppoſe not ſo very well 
fected to the Church of England. 


We 


—— — 


—ů——— 
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Wes ſee by Experience, the Church under that! 

Miniſtry (even under a Prince, who, tho' we ean- | 
hot believe with fome that he deſigned any Hurt to if © 
the Church of England, yet we cannot ſuppoſe him || C 
ſo zealous for it as our preſent Gracious O.) I ſay, li 
under that Miniſtry, that Men have ſuch dreadful in 
1 of, the Church held up its head, 
and gained an Intereſt and Reputation. 
Tis to be ſuſpected therefore, there is ſome little <0 
Concern for. themſelves, mixt with ſome Men's th. 
Zeal for the Church and Fears about it. Ian 

II. Thoſe they call the High- Church. Men, ſeem to 
think the Occaſional. Bill would effectually ſecure the an 
Church of England _ — 

If this be fo, even the Liw-Churih-Men cannot Ct 
but think, thoſe that are ſo zealous for the Bill, af elt 
little too ſtiff, when they refuſed the Bill, with the eit 
Lords Amendments, full as good for the Church, fac 
as that they now propoſe. SY =_ 

But be that as it will, I think it is not ſo clear, 
as is commonly ſuppoſed ; That the Bill when pal- ral 
ſed, will add any great matter to the Security o 
the Church. : l 4259 
Do thoſe Gentlemen, that are fo fond of the Bil, bla 
and expect ſo much Security from it, think it will] An. 
keep out a Y----g M---ry. And if it do not that, < 
I believe they will be as much afraid forthe Church laic 
J %% RS OC. 

| Suppoſe the Party that is againſt the Bill, ſhould Ch 
to avoid any further Diſpute, and to gratifie the 
Importunity of thoſe that think the Bill would be 
ſuch a Security to the Church, paſs the Bil. 
ſuppoſe it would affect but very fe of thoſe, tha 
upon any Change, are likely to come into the Mi 
E apr tt nn On no Aerng 
Neur is it more certain, that this Bl would anf to ! 
ſwer the Deſign they aim at, by keeping thoſe tha 
are now Occaſional Conformiſts, out of Places of Truf caſic 
and Profit in the State. 111 


— 


* 


* 
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* For my part, when J conſider the Principles the 
o || Diſſenters now go upon, and the Pleas the Occaſional 


1 | Conformiſts now make for themſelves, I can ſee but 
„„ little Security, this Bill will give to the Church 
i more than it had before. 


je cording to the Church of England, which is one of 
v the higheſt Acts of Communion with the Church, 
and moſt ſcrupled by the Diſſenter s. 
to Thoſe Occaſional Conformiſts, by their Profeſſion 
ne and Practice declare (tho perhaps they may like 
the Diſſenters better) yet they can either go to 
ot! Church or a Conventicle ; and they that can do 
af either, may, when the Law is hard upon them, let 
he] either alone, and be juſt what they were before, as 
h. factious againſt the Church, and as great Encoura- 
gers of the Diſſenters. . | 
ar. The Diſſenters, as far as I can learn, have gene- 
af. rally now receiv d the Independant ' Notion of 
off Schiſm, That there,is nothing of harm in Separation from 
any Church, and That Schiſm &« only what the Apoſtle 
| blames in the Corinthians, Diviſions and uncharitable 
inn Animoſities in a particular Church, 
One of the great Writers for the Diſſenters has 


would effectually juſtifie communicating with what 


Jin; for Separation from any Church, upon his 
- MPcinciples, he cannot think ſo. 

hall Thoſe who entertain and proceed upon ſuch 
Mil Principles, may love and like what Church they 
I pleaſe, but cannot be under any great Obligation 

AIco it. | „„ 

Ha So that I do not ſee, but thoſe they now call Oc- 
ruff caſional Conformiſts, may, if my have any Intereſt 
Fol to get or keep a Place, make A 


” 


them 


o / 


No Man can come into a Place of Profit and 
Truſt now, but he muſt receive the Sacrament ac- 


laid down ſueh Principles, as (if they were true) 


Church a Man pleaſes (whether ſettled by Law or 
not, ſo he do nothing that he thinks is in it ſelf a 


ft to diſpenſe with 


[ 18 ] 
themſelves, as to going to Conventicles, and yet 
be juſt what they were before. 

We cannot but obſerve there are ſome, who 
themſelves never go to Conventicles now, that yet 
are great Patrons of the Diſſenters. 

' Whether more may not do ſo when the Bill is 
paſs d, I cannot determine, but ſhould ſuſpect it. 
And if this ſhould be fo, if the Occaſional! Confor- 
miſts be Hypocrites, the Bill would probably make 
more of them, 7885 xa 

I declare I am far from approving Occaſional Con- 

. formity, as it is now pleaded for, or the Principles 
upon which it is defended, tho I would not raſhly 
+ condemn all that practiſe it as Hypocrites, eſpecial- 
ly when they pretend to do it upon Principles that, 
for ought I know, they may think Right and Juſt, 
. tho I do not ſo. 5 
Well, if it beſo uncertain, whether the Occaſional _ 
Bill would anſwer its Deſign, by effectually keeping 
the Occaſional Conformiſts out of Place; It would be 
conſider d, whether upon the ſuppoſal that it do but 
little Good, it might not do a great deal of Hurt? 
The Affairs of Scotland, and the Difficulty there 
is to bring them into the Succeſſion of the Houſe of 
Hannover, gives us but an indifferent Proſpet ot 
= things, SH RP 
'F Both Parties now in England inſiſt much upon the 
ll Danger we are in, the one from the Settlement of 
Presbytery.in Scotland, the other fromthe Jacobitiſm 
of too many of the Church Party there. I am a- 
j| fraid there is ſome Ground of Fear from both of 'em. 
x The Presbyterians there will not eaſily part with 
Wh - any Power, and may be apt to propagate it; and 
K a great many of the Churci-Party are fo diſfatisfied 
about the Succeſſion, that they do not ſeem to be 
very forward to come into any Meaſures for our 
common Security ; ſo that it is to be feared, what 
hout Religion, or Government, or Trade, the 
tisfaction is almoſt National. There 
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There was never more need than now, that we 
ſhould be united among our ſelves. If we cannot 
be all one in the Church, yet at leaſt in the State. 
That we ſhould be all Engliſb Men, if there mult be 


| Church and Difſenters. 


If there ſhould be malum ab Aquilone; the Diſſew- 
ters ought to conſider that they are Engliſh Men, 


and cordially to join with theChurch in Defence of 


the Kingdom ; and 'tis to be hoped they will do 


ſo. They ſeem to be firm as to the Proteſtant 
Succeſſion, and if ſo, they ought to be againſt the 


S—ts, it being highly probable, if a Pretender 
come into England, it will be through Sc gd. 

But then on the other hand, it ſeems neceſſary 
the Church ſhould not give *em any Jealouſie, that 
they ſhall be debarr'd of a Toleration, that they 
may 75 aſſured they may be ſafe and eaſy under the 
C. of E. 3 


; For if they have Ground of Suſpicion, that the 
Church. Men only wait a convenient Opportunity 
and Poſture of Affairs, to retrench their Liberty; 


we know not what the Conſequence of that may 
be, in a difficult Juncture. 1 
How far the Diſſenters have interpreted what has 


been done about the Bil, as an Indication of the 


Church's Deſign in that Matter I cannot tell. But 
my Opinion is, That what cannot conveniently be 
done, and I believe is not deſigned by any one that 
has any thing to do in the Government, ſhould not 
be ſo much as talk'd of, much leſs (as has been 
done in ſome Publick Places) from the Pulpit and 
in Print. And even the Author of the Memorial 
(as hot as he is) yet is ſo wiſe as to declare againſt 
the taking away of the Toleration. 


And thus I have faid ſomething to beſpeak our 
i i 1 Charity to the Lou - Cburch- Men, with re- 
ect to the Occaſional-Bill, The being for or againſt 
this Bill, ſeems at prefent-to be made by ſame, the 
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mark of an Higb or Low-Church-Man, or as ſome 
would have it, a Church. Man or No-Cburch- Man. 
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And if this be all the Ground of it, I will ſay with 


this Gentleman, tis a /illy and groundleſß Diſtin&ion. 


TL will be bold to aſſert from what T'have ſuggeſted 
before, That a Man may be really a Church- Man, 
and a zealous one too, tho he be not very fond of 
that Bill, and does not fall in with ſome Meaſures, 


"that our Author and ſome others pretend, are the 


only ones to ſecure the Church. 


. A great many of the Low-Church-Men; are not ſo i 
much againſt the Bill, as our Author ſuppoſes. And 


perhaps it may be more the fault of High-Church 


than Low-Church, that the Bill did not paſs. But 


they are not in ſuch a terrible Fright, that the 


Church will be loſt without it. Nor can they be 
ſo fond as to believe, the Church will be effectual- 
ly ſecured by it. They believe thoſe that cry down ®* 
the Low-Church-Men, as No-Church-Men, upon this 
Account, are either not ſo Wiſe. or ſo Honeſt, as 
they ſhould be. And that the extravagant Heats, 
and unreaſonable Jealouſies, occafion'd by the Bill, 


will do the Church more Hurt, than the paſſing o 


it will do it Good. And that it is every whit as 
unfair and unreaſonable, to repreſent all that are 
againſt the Bill, in their Hearts Diſſenters, becauſe 


the Diſſenters are againſt it; as it would be to repre- 


| ſent all that are for the Bill, in their Hearts Faco- 


bites or Papiſts, hecauſe thoſe that are openly ſo, 
are for it. | . 1 

But our Author, p. 33. Tells us this is a miſchie- 
vous as well as a filly Diſtinction. Becauſe forſooth, 
theſe Low-Church-Men laying claim tothe Name o 


 Church-Men, when indeed they are none, but would be 
a glad to ſee her in the Duſt, and would be the firſt, it 


may be (and it may be not) that would lend a Hand 
to lay ber there; have thereby greater Advantage jo 
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do Miſchief, and are 


Cburob- Iden. 


1211 
doing the Work of the Diſſenters 
in the Shop of the Church. | | 


"Tis well if our Author and ſome others that 
write ſuch inflaming Books, are not doing ſome- 


-body's Works beſides the Church's, in the Shop 


of the Church. I will ſay with our Author, 


Hunc tu Romane 'S 5 


But then the True-· Church. Men, are traduced as High- 

And why not the Low-Church-Men traduced as 
well as they. Does not Low-Church-Man as much 
inſinuate a Defe&, ſomething below the Church, as 
High-Church-Man ſome exceſs, ſomething above the 
Church. Sure our Author thinks the Low-Church- 


Men get a great deal of Honour, as well as Adyan- 
tage, to do Miſchief, by this Diſtinction. For 
what an Honour is it for them that are No-Church- 
Men, once ſo much as to be named, tho it be but 
7 Low-Church-Men 2 | 


Then p. 35. He faith, T Diſtinction tends to di- 


ſtturb the Peace and Unity of the Church, &. 


No doubt it does ſo, and there is a great Fault 
ſomewhere. But then our Author has taken care 
effectually to unite the Church, for having ſent all 
the Lo- Church Men out of the Church, and pack d 
em off to the Diſſenters, the Church will be at Uni- 
ty in itſelf. ne 
Our Author obſerves; p. 37. tho the Low-Church- 
Men have no Zeal for the Church themſelves, nor 
would have others to have any (as he inſinuates in 
almoſt every Page) yet in their own Cauſe, whbo Jo 
zealous as they, And a little after follows in a diffe- 
rent Character, as the Cry of Low-Ghurch, No Pope- 
ry, No Prince of Wales. 4 | | 
The Low Church-Men thank this Author for the 
Honour he does 'eni, to think they have a 37 
F | | ea 
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Zeal againſt Popery and the Pr---ce of W---lex. 
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Methinks, if he grant this, he may allow them to 
have ſome Zeal for the Church too, unleſs it be 
the Character of a Churcb- Man to have no Zeal a- 
gainſt Popery, &c. Time was the High-Church- 
Aden had ſome Zeal againſt Popery and the P----ce 
of W---les, when they lent a hand at leaſt to fend 
him into France. | | 

He obſetves, it will be thoſe within the Church that 
will ruin it, if ever it be ruin d. | 

We hope it never will be ruin'd, but will ſtand as 


firm as a Rock againſt Diſſenters on all ſides. If it 
- ſhould be ruin'd, our Author's Obſervation may be 


true. But whether it will be by the Zeal of High- 
Church, or the Lukewarmneſs of the Low-Church, 
does not yet appear. For we are apt to think, 
there is as much Danger of the one, as of the o- 


ther. 


that is the word Moderation. 
Hle tells us, 4 Trumpet is ſent to the Wall of the Church 


to ſound out Moderation, and to perſuade thoſe within 
tamely to ſurrender it into the Hands of the Diſſenters. 


He has a notable way of Searching to the Bottom of, or 
rather darkening his Subject by a multitude of 
Words, half at leaſt of which are to little purpoſe. 
As far as I can (by reading his Diſcourſe over ſeve- 
ral times) comprehend him, his notion of Modera- 


ion, that he ſuppoſes is ſo much cry'd up, at preſent 
is an Indifference of Affection to the Church, which he all 


along oppoſes to an hearty Zeal for its Welfare. 
And in another place, he tells us, tis no great 
Fe to be a Moderate Lover of that which 
3s good. 


Ik chis be his Notion of Moderation, I know no 
| body that erys it up. The Low-Churh-Men pretend 


And now we come to thisAuthor's other word. by | 
which he ſaith the Politicians turn the World round like 
4 Globe, and which hath done ſo much Miſchief, and 


to be as Zealouſly affected for the good of the 
Church, as other Men. 44/4 
They think they cannot love the Chugch too 
well; They think the Church is ſo prudently and 
| * moderately ſettled, as that it deſerves our moſt Zea- 
| | lous Affection. We g | 
Our Author indeed inſinuates (when he talks 
* | ſo impertinently of that which no body denies, the 
Moderation of the Church's Settlement, -and the 
S | moderate Meaſures that were taken by our firſt Re- 
t | formers) that the Low-Church-Men would be for a- 
© | nother Reformation, i. e. if we may judge of his 
= | meaning here, by the reſt of his Book, the De- 
„ ſtruction of the Church. ä | 


. 
2 The Low-Church-Men are as firm and Zealous for 
= | Epiſcopacy and Liturgy as any others can be, and 
whatever Alterations they may think would be for 
Y the good of the Church, they are but agreeable to 
ke what the Church it ſelf ſays may be done. | 
d But I beſeech our Author to tell, if he hear any 
Noiſe of that at this time. = 
<> If he ſhould hear the Low-Church-Men at this time 
in crying up a Comprehenſion ; That the Church muſt 
Fall, if this be not made; That the High-Church- 
Men have a deſign to ruine the Church, and betray 
it to Popery ; That to make ſome Conceſſions is 
the only way to ſecure the Church; and that it 
can never ſtand without it. ee 
If he find ahy ſuch thing as this, Let him call 
em Factious, or what he pleaſes. This would be 
juſt ſuch a Cry as is made now for the Occaſional Bill. 
The Low-Church-Men conſider the World, and 
the times they live in, better than ſo, -— | 
Tho' I do not know, but ſuch a thing diſcreetly 
managed, eſpecially if it were agreed on una 
no mouſſy both by High and Low-Charb-Men, might 
nd bring more into the Church, than the Occaſſonal Bill. 
And becauſe our Author ſpeaks of the — 


o 


„„ 
of our firſt Reformers, (which I confeſs was very 
great) it may be worth our while to conſider where- 
in that Moderation did conſiſt. | 

Our Author obſerves their Meaſures in reforming, 
were not the fartbeſ# Diſtance from Popery ; But fo far 
as they could, without Leaving the Church of Eng- 
land a corrupt Church, they comply'd with them, 
that they might the eaſier bring them over to the 


Church. And this was their Moderation, 


And they found this their Moderation had a very 
good effect; For the Papiſts (eben while they con- 
tinued ſuch) almoſt generally Communicated Oc- 
caſionally with the Church of England, tho they re- 
tained the Opinion of the Pope's Supremacy : And 
ſo doing, Multitudes came over to it, and became 
Hearty Churcb-Meg And probably would all or 
moſt of em have Yone ſo, if the Pope. (foreſeeing 
this Occaſional Communion of the Papiſts, with 
the Proteſtant eſtabliſhed Church, would ruine his 
intereſt in England) had not forbid it, and enjoin- 
ed them to ſeparate from the Church 

And I think I may further remark, That as far as 
the Hiſtory of thoſe times informs us, Thoſe Papiſts 
that were Occaſional Conformiſts with the Proteſtants, 
were not Branded as a pack of Hypocrites, or if they 
were, or were thought to be ſo, they were left to 
God. We may ſuppoſe our firſt Reformers, look d 
upon it to be the Intereſt of the Church, that as 
many as would, ſhould Communicate with it, cho 
perhaps they might not be in all things thorow 
Cburch- Men. They did not bid em either come in- 
to the Church, or elſe get out of the Church, as we 


| ſeem to do now. 


For tho it is my Opinion, and I think moſt of 


the Low-Church-Mens too, that he that can without 


doing what he really thinks ſinful, Communicate 


with the Church ought to keep to it, he may Shew 
| his Charity to the Diſſenters other ways, than by 


Com- 


—— 


nnn 

Commiunicating with them. Nay tho 1 ſhould 
grant it muſt be a piece of Hypocriſie to exerciſe 

this Occaſional Communion, and may be bad for thoſe 

that do it, yet for all that, it may be better for the 

Church, that there be ſome ſuch Hypocrites, than 
that all that do not throughly like every thing 

in the Settlement of the Church, ſhould run to the 

Diſſenters, and totally ſeparate from ir. Our Savi- 

our ſaith, be that is not againſt us, is on our part. L 

It will be hard to weed out the Tares, without pul- 

ling up the Wheat. There may be Zealows Hypocrites, 

as well as Lukewarm or Moderate Hypocrites : And if 

we muſt drive all Hypocrites out of any Church, I 


| doubt we muſt have but thin Churches: 

| As I doubt not, but thoſe great Men a= 

: mong our Biſhops, that are now call'd Low- 

5 Church-Men, (for all our Author's Inſinuation 

„ ® that their meaſures of Reformation are only the far- 
tlheſt Diſtance from Popery) if they had lived at the Re- 
„ formation, would have done juſt as our firſt Refor- 

4 mers did. So I am apt to think if our firſt Refor- 

mers were now alive, and ſaw the State of the 
a Church ſo much Altered, the Papiſts ſettled in 
10 their Separation paſt recovery, a great many Mo- 


derate Diſſenters pretending to ſeparate upon ac- 
count of ſome leſſer things, that the Churcli de- 
clares are indifferent, and alterable, when ſhe ſees 
fit, and that do not ſeem to be of any great uſe to 
the Church, eſpecially now there is a Toleration 
ſertled ; and all the Diſſenters are turn d looſe upon 
the Church: I fay in ſuch a Caſe I fancy they would 
be as ready to part with ſome of theſe things to gain 
the Diſſenters, as they were then to retain em, to 
gain the Papifts, on EE. 
And for my part I can ſee no Hurt to the Church | 
in it (were it poſſible that High-Church and Low- 
Church could agree to it) if it were but to eaſe the 
inferiour Clergyiof fome Difficulties they find in 
| | SS. keeping 
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keeping their People to the Church, and to take a- 


way ſome pretence at leaſt from the Lay-People, for 
their going off to the Diſſenters. I 

But in the mean time, whether this be ever done 
or not, is not my Care. I have not ſuch a fondneſs 


for a Comprehenſion as ſome ſeem to have for the 


Occaſional Bill, as if it would effectually ſecure rhe 
Church, or heal all the Branches of it. But T am 
fatisfied the Declarations of the Church it ſelf, will 
bear me out, in what I have ſaid on this Occaſion. 
Iwill make but one other Remark on the State 
of our firſt Reformation, and that is a very eaſy 
one : That Occaſional Conformity then brought in the 
Papiſts ſo faſt into the Church, that the Pope was 
forc'd to forbid it, Quere, Whether the Occaſional Con- 
formity of the Diſſenters, and the Principles they 
have admitted to defend it, may not in time reduce 
them to that condition, that they muſt alter their 
Practice, take other Meaſures, or elſe will want a 
Proſecution to put them in Fayour again with the 


People. | 
But to return to our Authors Notion of Modera- 


tion, we cannot ſee there is any Oppoſition be- 


ween Zeal and Moderation. 

If our Author will needs have Moderation to ſig- 
nify Indifferency and Lukewarmneſs in Religion , and 
particularly as to the Religion by Law eſtabliſhed, and 
then will apply this to the Low-Church- Men, and 


boldly Aſſert, as every where he does, that they are 


ſuch, who can help it. 


I would ask our Author ; when Moderation has 


been ſo often recommended from the Throne, whe- 

ther this be the Right Meaning of it? 
For all our Author ſo boldly oppoſes Moderation 

to Zeal, tis no Impropriety to join 'em together, 

ans P make Moderation a Qualification of a Right 
cal. 6 Ef 


When 
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When there are two Objects of our Zeal, if we 
have a greater Affection or Zeal for the lefs worthy 
Object, the inward Affection or Zeal it ſelf, is fo 


far immoderate. 


When there is a good Object for our Zeal, or an 
End, and Deſign very fit for us to be Zealous in the 
Proſecution of, and we are ſo Zealouſly ſet to pro- 
mote this End, that we care not what we do to 
promote it, and never conſider the Lawfulneſs of the 
means; this is an immoderate Zeal. 6 

When our Zeal for a good thing ſo tranſports us, 
that we do not conſider the Fitneſs of the Means 
we chuſe, tho' Lawful, for the attaining that good 
thing we aim at, this is an immoderate Zeal. 

When we purſue a good End, with ſo much heat, 


in ſuch a boiſterous way, and with ſo little Diſcreti- 
© on, or Fineneſs of Politicks as defeats the End we 


aim at, this is an immoderate Zeal. 
When we miſtake the very nature of the thing 


woe aim at, and take that for good, which is evil; 
this is a dangerous Zeal. 


When we are mighty Zealous for little things 
and wholly Lukewarm and Negligent in the great 


| things of Religion, this as an immoderate Zeal. 


When we conſider only what we think ought to 


! to be done; not what can be done ; when we do 


not weigh the ſeveral Circumſtances of the times in 
which, and the Perſons among whom, we live ; 


and purſue that which, all theſe conſider' d, is not 


practicable ; our Zeal is immoderate, tho we defign 
When we do not conſider the Conſequences of 
thoſe Means we chuſe to promote ſome good End ; 
whether they may not do as much hurt fome other 
way, as they may do good this way. N 
Whether they may not as much hinder ſome o- 
ther Good, that we ought to be zealous for, as 
they further that Good we aim at, this is an immo- 
gerate Zeal. D 2 Ween 
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When we (as the Caſe often is) only make a 


pretence of Zeal to cover Deſigns and Intereſts of 


dur own; this is indeed only a Shew of ' Zeal, 
when there is nothing but baſe Deſign, Humour or 


Intereſt in the Bottom of it, 


In all theſe, and perhaps ſome other Caſes, there 


may be an immoderate Zeal. 


And for the Truth of all this I will appeal to our 
Author's own Notion of Moderation, and will join 
iſſue with him upon it. 4 

And indeed it is the beſt thing he has in his Book. 


Pag. 46. He tells us, That Moderation is not a Ver- 


tue as it is Moderation, that is, as it ſigniſies Mediocrity, but 


for the Fuſtice, Reaſondbleneſs and Rightneſs of the thing, 


7 being ſomething that ſhould be, and that is as it ſhould 


9 Co | 3 
And Pag. 48. He tells us, That Vertue does not con- 


feſt in the Mean of the thing, as the Centre is in the mid- 


dle of the Diameter of a Circle, but only in ſome Caſes 4 
by accident, But by Mean we are to underſtand li 


and 
what is juſt, right and fit, which ſome call a Medium 


* 


rationis, ſuch a Meaſure or Proportion in any thing as 
Right Reaſon aſſigns and preſcribes, | 


I cannot but take notice of our Author's unfair 


way Of Argning, and how all along he equivocates 
in the word Moderation. | 

When he has a mind to make a Dart of it to ſhoot 
at the Low- Church. men, he makes it ſignifie Euke- 


warmneſs, and want of Zeal. 


And when he has a mind to run it down, he 
would have us be thought to ſuppoſe it ſignifies the 


Meax of the thing, which no body ever ſuppoſed it 


1 


| Our Author needed not to have been fo cautious 
as to have made any Exception, when he faid Vir- 


tue does not conſiſt in ſuch Mean of the thing, or 
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For I may defie our Author to ſhew me any one 
Inſtance of any Vertue that does conſiſt in ſuch a 
Mean of the thing, or an exact Middle hetween two Ex- 
1 treams, as a Centre is in the middle of the Diameter of a 
| Circle: 

If our Author had fed à little upon ſome Eternal 
Truths in Mathematicks, as well as Logick, he 
would have underſtood better what the Moraliſts tell 
Aus, that Virtue does not conſiſt in an Arithmetical 
but always in a Geometrical Mean, which is the 
ſame with our Author's Medium Rationis. 
| As for inſtance, in Arithmetical Proportion two 
> [is the Mean between one and three. Now, let us ſup- 
| poſe, one Man's Stomach requires but one pound of 
Meat in a Day, another Mans requires three. Now 
if the Virtue of Temperance conſiſted in the Mean 
ol the thing, or the Object of that Virtue, each of 
theſe Men muſt eat two pound a Day, which would 
be a pound too much for the one, and a pound too 
little for the other: „„ | 
But Geometrical Proportion may in ſome Senſe 
's be apply'd to the Matter, for the ſame Proportion, 
that one pound of Meat bears to the one Man's Sto- 
ir mach, 3 pound bears to the other's. This is what 
: oel is meant, by what is ſaid of this Matter, 
in our Ethics. But I think cannot very properly be 
ot called a Geometrical Mean neither. 
>< But Our Author ſeems to ſuppoſe the Low-Church. 
Men take Moderation to conſiſt in this Mean of the thing 
Jor this arithmetrical mean, as the Centre is in the midd 
IFtbe Diameter. If he do nt ſuppoſe this, what does he 
run it down for, and fight ſo long with his own 


- 
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Shadow. * 


is 


” 


Upon this Suppoſition the Moderate Church- Mes, 


But alas, our Author will not allow eim ſo great 
Jan Honour, for the Diſſinction into High and Low- 
Pla, with him, is falſe Lick; for the Low- 

VW Church- 


1 A + % 
N 


muſt be juſt between the Church and the Diſſenters. 


e 

Chureb-Men do not at all partake of the Church, but 
are Diſſenters all over. 
We muſt make bold to tell our Author there was 
no occaſion for this Inſinuation, by ſuppoſing and 
running down ſuch a falſe Notion o 10 
The Low-Church-Men are as far from being Diſſenters 
as the High- Church- Men are. And perhaps may not 
be the firſt that would betray the Church, And if High- 
Church-Man fignity True Church-Man (tho' they do 
not exclude the other) they think they are High- 
Church-Men too. They as Cordially Embrace its 
Doctrines; They as conſtantly frequent its Worſhip ; 
They as fully and as generally Conform to its Inſttu- 
tions, as the High-Church-Men do. Thoſe of the 
Clergy that go under that Name, are full as dili- 
gent, and act as much in their Stations or the Cre- 
dit of the Church (if not generally ſpeaking, ſome- 
thing more) as the High Chorch- Men) and are ge- 
nefally Men of as good Lives as the other are. 
As to Epiſcopacy, and a full and well compoſed Li- 
zurgy, Which are the Honour of the Church of Eng- 
op 4 they would no more part with em to pleaſe 
the Diſſenters, than the others would, and are as 
Zealous for them as the others are. And as to the 
preſent Rights of-Epiſcopacy, ſome think of late a little 

more. 5 


As to the Ceremonies of the Church, thoſe they 
call Low-Church-Men , think of them exactly ac- 
cording to the Church's Declaration about 'em, 
that they. are innocent and decent, and were highly 
convenient and uſeful, and in ſome Senſe neceſſary 
to be retained at the Reformation. And they agree 
exactly with the Church, in that other part of her 
Declaration, That when the ſame Convenience, Uſe- 
fulneſs, or prudential Neceſſity require it, they may 
be aboliſhed, or left at Liberty. * "i 
| Now as to the ſecond Point of the Church's De- 
olaration, ſome of the High-Church- Men (tho I ogy 
„ Yo n * hs . they 


31 | 
ey are but few) ſeem not to be ſo true Church- 
it Wer, as the Low-Church Men are. | 
If they have no higher Opinion of the neceſſity 
1s If theſe things than the Church has (which, yet one 
d Fould be apt to ſuſpe& of ſome People) yet they 
„. em to believe there never can come a time, when 
rs & may be convenient, or prudentially neceſſary, to 
ot Pake ſome Alterations (for it does not deſerve the 
5. Mame of Reformation) as to theſe things. | 
Io If this be not ſo, why do the High-Church-Men 
z ow make uſe of Arguments that will equally at 
its times hold, againſt any Alterations. 
5 - | They tell us the Diſſenters will never be ſatisfied, 
ut the more we give, the more they will crave, 


u- 

he Hnleſs we give away the Church. | 

13. Why do they tell us, if any thing of this Nature 
e- done, the Church muſt own it felt corrupt. As our 
\e. Juthor muſt ſuppoſe, when he puts it upon theLow- 
re. gurch- Men, to prove the Church corrupt, ſupgo- 
as there can be no occaſion of Alterations, unleſs 
Li. e things to be altered are Corruptions. 


Sure this Author knows neither the Church, nor 
ure b- Men, High or Low, do think the things in 
ueſtion to be Corruptions, tho ſome miſtaken 
ople, that are not Church- Men, may think they are 


And by the way the Low-Church-Men never char- 
hey d the Church to be corrupt, nor are about to 
ac. ve it ſo. Nay two that our Author, if he know 
em. $1, I believe will call Low-Church-Men, are now 
bly th a great deal of Strength and Clearneſs, pro- 

ag that the Church is not Corrupt, againſt the 
rec reaſonable Imputations of the Diſſenters. And to 
her y this Digreſſion a little farther, it we look into 
Jſe-& Hiſtory of theſe Controverſies, we ſhall find there 
may fe been as many, and good Defenders of the 

urch, not only againſt the Papiſts, but the Diſ- 
De- ers too, among thoſe they call Low, as High- 
opel s- Aen. But this by the way. It 


e 0 
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If ſome of the Higb- Church. Men, have no preate! 
Opinion of the Church's Ceremonies , than thi 
Church has, or think they may be altered as thi 
Church ſays they may, why do they lay that heav 
imputation upon the Low-Church- Men, as our Autho 
does, that they would be glad to ſee her in the Duſt, ani wy 
would perhaps be the firſt that would lend a Hand to lah © 
her there; that they are always ready to do the Church : 
Miſcheif, and are ready to betray her into the Hands of t 12 
Diſſenters, and are — 2 the worſt Enemies She has. : 
That it cannot be only the difference about th ch. 
Occaſional Bill, that is the Ground of this heav 
Charge is evident, becauſe thisCharge has been ofte 
made, in effect, before that Bill came in Queſtio FP 
Now this ſuppoſed, we may defy any Man, . *<* 
much as to pretend any thing that can be fo muic 
as ſuppoſed, to give any occafion for ſuch a Charge 
except this, that ſome of the Low-Church-Men, d 

upon ſome occafions declare, tho without an 
fondneſs of it, without Noiſe or Faction, that the 
think if High and Low- Church could agree upon t 
atter (for they wiſhit not otherwiſe) it might 
well for the Church, if what the Church her {*P* 

owns may be done, were done. b 
Leaving it ſtill to the Prudence of the Church, It 
conſider in what things, and how far Conceffions 
Alterations can or cannot conveniently be mad 
Now thoſe of the High-Church-Men that uſe the 
Arguments, and bring this Charge againſt the Ls 
Church-Men, either they have an higher Opinion 
theſe things than the Church has, or they f 
poſe that can never conveniently be done, that t 
Church ſuppoſes may ; or they are not conſiſt: 
with themſelves, but Act and Argue, as if they we 
not in this point Church-Men, or elſe they pro 
themſelvs a Faction Combin d. to run down tha 

they call Low-Church-Men. I charge only thoſe i. 
are guilty, let em take which of theſe they ple 


. 


* 


| i: Wk 
tei and let our Author bring em off as well as he ea 

The Low-Church-Men think it hard to be run down 
as No-Church-Men, and as thoſe that deſign to raine 
the Charch, for a little Opinion in Church Policicks, 
in which yet they fo exactly agree with the Declara- 
tions of the Church, and thoſe that bring ſach a 
heavy Charge againſt them, do plainly deviate from 
it, and conſequently ſo far, the Low-Church-Men are 
the True-Church Men , and the High-Church-Men (in 
that point) No-Church-Men. ped 

And they wiſh the Church ſo well, as to pray 
that it may never again come into ſuch Straits, as 
that the High-Church-Men may have occaſion again to 
declare, as once they did, that they are willing to 
come to a Temper with the Diſſenters, as to theſe things. 

But to return to our Author's true Account of 
Moderation, which he makes to conſiſt in a Medium 
WRationis, in what is in every thing, all things confi- 

der d, right and juſt, fit and reaſonable. x 
And here we mutt tell him we like his Notion of 
Moderation ſo well that we will join Iſſue with him 
upon this point, and will Condemn, as well as he, 
all char ſhall pretend to and Cry up any Moderation, 
but what appears to be fir, and juſt, equitable and 
Brcaſonable. : : 

There was no great reaſon our Author ſhould in- 
ſiſt ſo much upon the Diſtinction of the Mean of 
the thing or Object, and the Mean of the Subject, 
for our queſtion is now about the Mean or Moderati- 
n of the Subje&, or Moderation as it is a Virtue. 
And this Moderation in the true Notion of it de- 
pends not, as our Author ſuppoſes may ſometimes 

appen, on the Object alone, or the Mean of that 


20 detween two Equidiſtant Extreams, for never any 
oy 5 Coee conſiſt in that, but to find that true Me- 
i tionis, in which any. Virtue does conſiſt, we 


1118 
deut alſo canſider the Subject of that Virtue, the ſo- 
+ MS 5 ä - veral 


— 


* 


time the better Zeal, cannot be determined from the 


; 34 
veral Circumſtances of it, and the relation it has to 


the ſeveral Meaſures of the Object. 


Firſt then as to Zeal (which our Author ſays is 
an old almoſt out of Faſhion Virtue, almoſt ſuch another as| the 
Paſſive Obedience; he might with as much reaſonſf W 


have ſaid ſuch another as Charity) I have ſhew'd (el 
there may be an immoderate Zeal, that is, ſuch a ſeq 


Zeal, as tho the inward Affection may be good, yet} ma 
in the ſeveral Circumſtances that are to be conſi- 784 
der'd in it, may not be right, and juſt, fit and reaſona- let 
ble, and therefore immoderate, 

So that the Lo- Church- Men may have as much of 
Zeal for the Church, that is, as much inward Affe- wh 
ction tothe Church, as the High-Church-Men have, 
tho' they ſhould not Concur at this time with the (w 
Higb- Church. Men in juſt the ſame Meaſures, to pro- 32 
mote the Good of the Church. For whether the 
High-Church-Men or the Low-Church- Men have at this 


inward Affection; for both pretend to that, and the 
High- Church. Men no more know what inward Zeal 
the Low-Church-Men have, than the Low-Church- Men 0 
can know that of the High-Church. But which of der 
em it is whoſe Zeal is the more right, fir, juſt, and 


reaſonable, or, which is all one, the better Moderated, 


muſt be determined from the Conſideration, of the 
means they uſe co promore the good of the Church. 
And theſe muſt be judzed of (as near as we can) 


from all their probabie C:nſequences on both ſides: | 
So that if the Low Church- Men do really think, that 


the Meaſures of the Hg Church-Men, at this time 
may leave the Church much what in the State iti 
was before,or which is all one not do ir much Good, 
or not tend much to the Security of ity; and ſhall fur- 
ther think that ſeveral Inconveniencies, or at leaſt 
Hazards may happen to the Church thereby, even 
their Zeal for the Church, and Affection to it, will 
oblige chem to be againſt ſuch Mcafures, 
30 And 


[35] 


And for my part, as I have ſhew'd before, I think... 
there is not ſuch an abſolute Certainty on either ſide, 
whether the Bil} will be for the Good of the Church 
(eſpecially it we conſider it in all its probable Con- 
ſequences,) but both High-Church and Low-Church 
may have a little Charity for one another, if the 
really have that Zeal tor the Church they pretend, 
let em not expoſe the Church to certain Hazards, 
by ſuch Heats and Animoſities as will certainly 4 | 
of bad Conſequence to the Church, about chat 
which as to its conſequences is ſo uncertain. 

Having thus ſpoke ſomething of a Moderate Zeal. 
(we ſee that it ought to have Lig t as well as Heat, 
and they are likely to have the beſt Zeal that have 
moſt Charity) I am now to ſpeak a word or two of 


ſeveral ſorts of Moderation, that it were to be wiſht - 
there were more of in the World. 


Our Author ſpends a whole Page of a ſort of 
Moderation that would be of good uſe, and that 
would go a great way towards making us more Mo- 
derate in other things, and that is the Moderating . 
our Love to the World, and of all other our Extra- 
vagant and unruly Paſſions. And I doubt there is 
a great deal of Intereſt, Humour, Paſſion, and Am- 
bition, in the Zeal of this preſent Age, bath in the 
hurch, and out of it. 
And. I am confident if there were more of this 
ſoderation on both ſides, they would agree better a- 
bout the Bill. 

But the chief Moderation that it concerns us here 
to ſpeak to is that of Opinion. 

This reſpects both things and Men. 

As to things we ought to ſee, the beſt we can, that 
dur Opinions of things be juſt and right, and as near 
we can, as things are in themſelves. This we 
dught as near as we can to ſee to, both as to . 
Truth and Importance of em. 

"9 to the * of 17 in Oppoſitfon to Error, 
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| and that not only becauſe Truth it ſelf is deſirable, 
but becauſe Error is often dangerous, and Evil O- | pa 

inions frequently lead to Evil Practices. As to the i& wl 
mportance and Conſequence of em toour Belief or | be 
Practice; that we form (as near as we can) a right Po 
Notion of Truths, how far neceſſary and how far | ou 

not ſo. And in Practicals, that we have a juſt No- 
tion of the Neceſſity, Sinfulneſs or Indifferency of mi 
things. Such a juſt Notion of Practical things is ca 
neceſſary not only to guide our Practice, but to rit 
direct our Zeal too. And thoſe are (as our Author M 
will own with us) Moderate in their Opinions 
whoſe Opinions are juſt, and right, and reaſonable, an 
according to the nature of things. £ 
And if there were more of this Moderation, i.e.more 
right and ſound Knowledge of things, it would be 
one good Means to promote Unity in the Church. 
And if the Church, as our Author ſays,be well Mo- 
derated in this reſpect, if it does generally ſet Men 
right in their Opinion of things, and the Low- 
Church-Men fall in ſo exactly with the Church, they 
muſt be ſo far juſt and right, and Moderate in their 
Opinions, and ſo far have the true Moderation. 
But there is a Moderation of Opinion that 1 7 
Perſons too. It is hard enough in many caſes to 
Judge aright of things, but much harder to make a 
right Judgment of Perſons, becauſe they are chiefly 
to be Judg'd of by that which cannot be known by 
us, the Sincerity of their Hearts; nor are we to judge || thi 
of that (eſpecially in what is not plainly good or | ir, 
evil in it ſelf) by what appears to us to be true or Di 
ene the ſame may not appear ſo to them; nor i of 
are we to charge all the Conſequences, which we 
verily think follow from their Opinions upon the 
Mien, while they deny and diſclaim em. 

Me may indeed in general conclude there is a J 
9 beet deal of Intereſt, Ambition and Humour mixt ſo. 
Pech Mens pretences o Religion, and their Zeal We 
„ i!... 4.4 + _—_ 
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whole Party of Men, as a Company of Hypocrites, 
becauſe they do not agree in the ſame Opinions in 


Politicks, or come into the ſame Meaſures with 


our ſelves, 


* 


If we be poſitive in our Judgment of Men, we 


muſt often be miſtaken ; and ſince we muſt in this 


caſe often err, tis much better to err on the cha- 


ritable Hand, and to think too well of ſome bad 
Men, than to think ill of thoſe that are good. 

*Tis not well when Mens Zeal cats up their Cha- 
rity ; and Charity I doubt is as much out of Faſhion 
with ſome Zealots, . as. Zeal is with our Author's 
Lukewarm and Moderate Men. I think our Author 
may go for one of them, when he condemns all 
thoſe he calls Low-Church-Men, as Hypocrites, No- 
Church-Men, Diſſenters. If this be juſt, right, rea- 
ſonable and moderate, tis hard to fay what is not ſo. 

And as this Moderation ought to be obſerved in 
the Church, ſo ic would be happy if there were 
more of it in the State too. 

That the two great Parties in the State would not 
make it their Buſineſs as they do, to expoſe and vili- 
fe one another, with the invidious Names of Ja- 


.cobite and Diſſenter. This ſcandalous Practice may 


ſerve a Party, but I am ſure can never ſerve the 


Publick. There are no doubt, a great number of 


the one Party that are far enough from being Jaco- 


bites, and of the other, that are as far from being 
| Diſſenters. If any of either Party give any juſt ground 


of Suſpicion, let 'em be mark'd and avoided. 


| Hos tu Romane caveto. 


But it has hitherto appeared, the Church is not 


ſo much-concern'd in the Quarrel, as ſome People 


would make us believe; and therefore it is to be la- 
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mented 


But we muſt be careful how we apply this to 
particular Perſons ; much leſs ſhould we charge a 
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mented it ſhould divide about it. T cannat well tell 


what we have to fall out abour, and therefore muſt 
think that High and Low in the Church, is but 
Wh---g and T---ty in the State. 


If there be any in either Party that deſign to ruin 


the Church, if we could be all one among our ſelves, 

and not divide about we know not what, the 

Church would ſtand in ſpight of em both. 
However this Practice of taking in the Innocent 


with the Guilty, and of expoſing and condemning 
whole Parties for the Faults of a few, is not juſt, 


right and reaſonable, and therefore far from Modera- 


% 


Well then, our Author comes to apply all this to 
the Caſe before us; and tells us, the Church is well 
moderated already, and the Cry of Moderation comes too 


But by our Author's leave, this is not the Caſe 


before us, nor is there any queſtion of the Mode- 


ration or moderate Settlement of the Church. 

We are enquiring what Moderation is in Men, not 
in the Settlement of the Church. And thus our 
Author plays Bo Peep, by running too and fro 
from the Moderation of Perſons, to that of Things. 

Lately, when he had a mind to lay a Load on the 
Low-Church- Men, Moderation muſt ſignifie Lukewarm- 
neſs and want of Zeal, Then he talks as if the Low- 
Church Men ſuppoſe that Moderation muſt conſiſt in 
an exact Medium between two Extreams, as if he 


would have 'em ſuppoſed to be jaſt between the 


Church and Diſfſenters. 3 

Now he applies his Diſcourſe to the Caſe before us. 
He talks of the Moderate Settlement of the Church ; 
and Moderation, as he imputes it to the Low-Church- 


Men now, muſt mean Alteration, or (as he per- 


haps will interpret it) the Deſtruction of the 


Church. And pag. 53. he returns to his old No- 
fion of Abena, as it did before Anis eee, 
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charges it upon the Low-Church-Men) want of Zeal. 
The Church is founded, faith he, upon Moderation, but 
it is Zeal that now mult defend it. Thus our Au- 


thor hides himſelf in Clouds, and talks a great deal 
little to the Purpoſe; only a long and tedious Ha- 
rangue gives him frequent Opportunities of that 


which ſeems to be his main Deſign, to reflect upon 
the Loꝛo-· Church. Men. | F 
Well, the Sum is, The Low-Church-14er diſclaim 
his Notion of Moderation, as he makes it to ſignifie, 


ant of Zeal for the Church, or a Lukewarm Indiffe- 


rency between the Church and the Diſſenters; and 
think they have as true a Zeal for the Church, as 
the High- Cburch- Men have. pe ito 
Zeal and Moderation ought not to be oppoſed 
one to the other, when Moderation ought to qua- 
life Zeal, unleſs our Author be for a Zeal, that is 
not juſt, and right, and reaſonable, that is, Immoderate. 
They never thought (as our Author ſeems to in- 
ſinuate) Moderation in Things, conſiſts in an ex- 
at Arithmetical Mean of the Object between two 
Equidiſtant Extreams ; but that all Virtue, and that 
of Moderation, conſiſts in a Medium Rationis, in 
that which all Things, Circumftances of all kinds 
conſider d, appears to be juſt and right, fit and rea- 


ſonable. 


And they no more think, that Moderation in 
Perſons conſiſts in being indifferent between two 
Parties, but only in approving what is fit and rea- 


ſonable. 


They therefore admit of our Author's Notion of 
Moderation, that it conſiſts in a Medium Rationis, in 
what is juſt and right, and reaſonable. „ 

This is a Notion of Moderation, that if our Au- 
thor would have advanc'd at firſt, and kept to it, 
would have ſaved him a labour ot Writing a great 
part of His Book, which is almoſt throughout unfit 
md unreaſonable; and therefore Inmoderatr.. 
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mented it ſhould divide about it. I cannat well tell 
what we have to fall out abour, and therefore muſt 
think that High and Low in the Church, is but 
th---g and T---ry in the State. 

Tt there be any in either Party that deſign to ruin 
the Church, if we could be all one among our ſelves, 
and not divide about we know not what, the 
Church would ſtand in ſpight of 'em both. 

However this Practice of taking in the Innocent 
with the Guilty, and of expoſing and condemning 
whole Parties for the Faults of a few, is not jut, 
right and reaſonable, and therefore far from Modera- 
7 

Well then, our Author comes to apply all this to 
the Caſe before us; and tells us, the Church is ell 
moderated already, and the Cry of Moderation comes too 
late. — 

But by our Author's leave, this is not the Caſe 


before us, nor is there any queſtion of the Mode- 


ration or moderate Settlement of the Church. 

We are enquiring what Moderation is in Men, not 
in the Settlement of the Church. And thus our 
Author plays Bo Peep, by running too and fro 
from the Moderation of Perſons, to that of Things. 

Lately, when he had a mind to lay a Load on the 
Low-Church- Men, Moderation muſt ſignifie Lukewarm- 
neſs and want of Zeal, Then he talks as if the Low- 
Church Men ſuppoſe that Moderation muſt conſiſt in 
an exact Medium between two Extreams, as if he 
would have em ſuppoſed to be juſt between the 
Church and Diſſenters. | Fo 

Now he applies his Diſcourſe to the Caſe before us. 
He talks of the Moderate Settlement of the Church ; 
and Moderation, as he imputes it to the Low-Church- 
Men now, muſt mean Alteration, or (as he per- 
haps will interpret it) the Deſtruction of the 


Church. And pag. 53. he returns to his old No- 


tion of Moderation, as it did before ſigniſie (when he 
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charges it upon the Lon - Churcb- Men) want of Zeal. 


be Church is founded, faith he, upon Moderation, but 


it is Zeal that now muſt defend it. Thus our Au- 
thor hides himſelf in Clouds, and talks a great deal 
litcle to the Purpoſe ; only a long and tedious Ha- 
rangue gives him frequent Opportunities of that 
which ſeems to be his main Deſign, to reflect upon 
the Low-Church- Men. | f 
Well, the Sum is, The Low- Church- Men diſclaim 
his Notion of Moderation, as he makes it to ſignifie, 
want of Zeal for the Church, or a Lukewarm Indiffe- 
rency between the Church and the Diſſenters ; and 
think they have as true a Zeal for the Church, as 
the High-Charch- Men have. 


Zeal and Moderation ought not to be oppoſed 


one to the other, when Moderation ought to qua- 
life Zeal, unleſs our Author be for a Zeal, that is 
not juſt, and right, and reaſonable, that is, Immoderate. 

They never thought (as our Author ſeems to in- 
ſinuate) Moderation in Things, conſiſts in an ex- 
at Arithmetical Mean of the Object between two 
Equidiſtant Extreams ; but that all Virtue, and that 
of Moderation, conſiſts in a Medium Rationis, in 
that which all Things, Circumftances of all kinds 
conſider'd, appears to be juſt and right, fit and rea- 


ſonable. 


And they no more think, that Moderation in 


| Perſons conſiſts in being indifferent between two 


Parties, but only in approving what is fit and rea- 


ſonable. 


They therefore admit of our Author's Notion of 


Moderation, that it conſiſts in a Medium Rationis, in 


What is juſt and right, and reaſonable. 


This is a Norion of Moderation, that it our Au- 


thor would have advanc'd at firſt, and kept to it, 
would have ſaved him a labour ot Writing a great 


part ot his Book, which is almoſt throughout unfit 


and unreaſonable, and therefore Immoderate, 
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"This OY of Moderation, char is Ja | 
00 chings and Nr 8 
Our or M 5 ; the Chureh is moderated already, and 


cries up the Moderation of our firſt Reformers. a 


This is a Trutb, that che Los- Church- Mien believe ab 1 
as He, and they are 1 of the ſame Opinion with 
the Church, as to. Her Infticytions, and in all things as 
conformable to em, as the Higb-Church- Men are. 

Only there is one piece of Moderation, the Low-Clmrch> 
Men are not aſhamed to own, that they cannor believe,” if 
Authority ſhould think fit, and "pick and Low-Church 
agree upon it, to make ſome Alter:tions in ſome leſſer 
things, not of much concern to the Church, it might (eſpe- 
cially now there is a Teleration) do the Church ſome Goofs 
and could do it no Harm, much lets (as ſome Winne) e 

the Ruine oft. . . ... | 

And perhaps that very Moderation our Author ſo ach 
commendsm our firſt Reformers, now the ſtate of the Chutcb 
is lo much altered, might incline Men to it. 

But they are not immoderare for that pi 8 of Moderaried, 
and it is cheir Judgment, that if ever it be done, it muſt he 
done at a time when it may not do more Hurt, by dividing 
the Church, chan! it would do Goods: by N in Tone of 
the- Diſſenters. 

As to the Moderavion chat conſiſts i in a juſt Opinion of Nies 
and things, I cannot fee but the Low- Church. ien, if the 
Church be moderate, are truly ſo. And tho there may be 
too many hot and cenſorious, and fo far moderate, Men a- 
mong them, that may Cc call all Facobites that are not on their 
ide, yet the Cry is not near (as far as I can obſerve) ſo 

mam as that of Diſſenter and No Church-Man, upon the 

.ow-Church-Men. 

May all of us underſtand what is Tue Moderation, and 
live in the practice of it. But for thoſe that make ir Their 
buſineſs, by Words or Writings, to promote unreaſonable 
Jealouſies, to inflame our Heats and Animoſixies, and to in- 


e our e be rhey Papiſti or Proteſtants, Facobites 


or Tories, Hi 25 or Low. Church, Church-men or 
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